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Interview Summary 



10/507,287 



RASMUSSEN, KEN 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Blair M. Johnson 



3634 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Blair M. Johnson . 



(3). 



(2) Ivan Goldberg . 



Date of Interview: 19 December 2007 . 

Type: a)[X] Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: * 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)E3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: * See attached Examiner's amendment . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 

U S. Palenl and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) Interview Summary Paper No. 20071219 



S? anU !l!f ^ ^f*"^ (MPS*), Section 713.04, S^stance of Interview Bflust be of Rfecord 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference or t<*wrfw>~. JZ^. 12^™°^ . 

aw*-**", whether or not an agreement with the ex*nown*^ ^*° ne "* '° applica<,on ™^be made of record in the 



Title 87 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

<(b) 



tm app^caiu. Mn uKerview noes not remove the necessity for reply to Office acfion as specified in §§ 1 .111, 1,135. (35 LI.S.C. 132) 

... , . 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writina 

Ail business wrth the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted In writhm The Dersofral^^o^?.^-,^. „ ... 

Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and TradetnarhOflL wffl * then attorneys or agents at the Patent and 

any alleged oral promise. sUpulat^ No attention will be paid to 

. .Tcomp.e^ 
. theexaml^^^ 

Which bear directty on the question of patentability. pwwwucy io see mat such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

intennewb^eS^ *«*-"»• has been diseased during the 

requirement^ 

^^^^^^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant^) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- Ah indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the aeneral nature of th* anr^mom f m *, 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview Of Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

n^ir h and P r °P er 'f ord f on f the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items ; 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted appncaoie items. 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) fnte W rS ° f 3 "*» *°— ■ «— «— are already described on the 

5) a briefWentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

r«,! i r^^H^T me, 3l need n0t be elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is riot 

exam^er can be understood ,n the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant ma? d esire to ShaSze and ft. Iv 
desenbe those arguments which he. or she feels were or might be persuasive to the exam nen emphasize and fully 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and pereuaslve 10 0,6 examiner.) 

^ *?SS£Z ****** deSCribed in ,he ln,erview Summar V F °™ """PM* by 

accurate.^^^ 

Examiner to Chech ?or Accuracy 



